The effect of motion picture toward students’ ability in writing descriptive text by Suprihatin, Suprihatin
Proceedings of the 2nd INACELT                                           
(International Conference on English Language Teaching) ISBN: 978-602-60251-3-5 
 
 
Institut Agama Islam Negeri Palangka Raya Indonesia, 16-17 November 2018 
http://e-proceedings.iain-palangkaraya.ac.id/index.php/inacelt   
Copyright © 2019 by INACELT 
 
148 
 
The effect of motion picture toward students’ ability in writing 
descriptive text 
Suprihatin Suprihatin 
suprihatin@gmail.com 
SMAN 3 Palangka Raya 
Abstract 
 
Writing as one of the English skills is important to be learned by the students. However, 
it required complex instruction, special techniques and method. Thus, it is unavoidable 
that the students have problem to master the skill. The objective of the study was to 
measure the effect of motion picture toward writing ability. This was quasi experiment 
design, especially time series design by using one group pre-test and post-test design. 
The population was the first grade students of SMAN 3 Palangka Raya and the sample 
was X IPS 1 class with 35 students, since the class was the most stable one after fourth 
times of tries out. The data was collected by using writing descriptive text, in which the 
students were given the pre-test before the treatment and the post-test after the 
treatment. The data obtained were analyzed by using T-test computation with paired 
sample T-test. The mean score of the pre-test was 53.94, and the mean score of the post-
test was 71.08. Based on the result of the paired sample T-test, the mean of paired 
sample difference between pre-test and post-test of writing achievement was 4.790 for 
T-value, and T-table was 2.032. Since T-value was higher than T-table, it could be 
concluded that there was a significant effect of motion picture to the students’ ability in 
writing descriptive text.  
Keywords: motion picture; writing achievement; writing skill 
 
INTRODUCTION  
 
Writing as one of the English reading skill is important to be learned by the 
students. From writing someone can take many advantages, such as the students can 
express their idea and share it. Thus, the one who write will have a chance to have self -
actualization. 
 
Based on the School Based Curriculum 2013, there are standard and basic 
competence deal in writing. It is said that the teaching of writing for Senior High School 
aimed to involve the teaching of text in which the students should express meaning. It 
means that they should produce a text.  
 
Writing needs special techniques and method. Then, it is unavoidable that some 
students are really difficult to express their idea and creativity in writing a text. It is in 
the line of what the writer find in daily writing class. It is some time writing is regarded 
as the most difficult skill since it is a kind of long process to make a written text as the 
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product. The students have to start this activity from finding the idea until producing a 
final draft. They are also have responsibility in their writing product for its value, 
function and interesting text to be read by the others.  
 
Descriptive text is one of the text genre that should be mastered by the students 
of the tenth grade of Senior High School has become a problem. It is used to train the 
students to be able to describe thing or give information about it. By studying 
descriptive text, the students will be able to give an account of imagination or factual 
events. This such of text needs student’ imagination and skill of writing. In writing 
descriptive text, the students need specification. They need to have an imagination to 
gain idea, a skill of writing and a lot of vocabularies. They also need to understand the 
detail of the object that they describe, such as type, age, color, part, function, etc. in 
short, they need something to help them in writing descriptive text. However, the 
problems are students have difficulties in transferring what they are thinking into a 
written form. They are also do not know to link main idea with supporting details 
systematically, lack of ideas and imagination come as the other problem. Therefore, the 
writer should try another strategy that can stimulate the students’ enthusiastic and enjoy 
the material in order to produce a good writing.  
 
Refers to the problem, giving the students media to learn can help them more, in 
which they need something to explore their mind and motivate them to keep on their 
writing. One of the techniques that can be used in the study was the used of motion 
picture. As Wright (2004: 22) stated that speaking and writing are both productive skill 
and picture can often be used to promote them. Picture can motivate students to pay 
attention and want to take part in learning process. It helps them to learn and to remind 
what to say or write. More demanding activity is when the students try to remember a 
number of lines text, data, or fact promoted by picture. Pictures provide students with 
ideas and enabling them broaden it in own imagination for such tasks, providing them to 
give their full attention to using written language. 
 
Motion pictures are audiovisual works consisting a series of related images. 
There are some related images which are compiled together with any accompanying 
sounds. The writer prefer to use motion pictures as teaching media for descriptive text 
since as a stimulus material, it provided a common basic of information for the students 
to write the topic. Indeed it is easy to use. In line to the explanation, Labade (2016) 
stated that the use of motion picture may give such advantages, such as (1) serve very 
specific courses, (2) provide authentic setting in target language, (3) assists the student 
comprehension by giving exchanges and see such visual  supports as facial expression 
and gestures simultaneously, (4) provide a lot of language practice through activities 
and tasks to develop language skills, (5) increase the students critical awareness, (6) 
teach direct observation of the paralinguistic features found in target language, (7) lower 
anxiety when practicing language skill, and (8) easily available, enjoyable and 
controllable. 
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Dzulkifli (2013) and Wahyuwidiati (2015) stated that the used of digital images 
was effective in teaching writing descriptive text, and there was a significant effect of 
the use of motion picture in improving students’ ability to write descriptive text. 
 
The problem in this study was did motion picture have significant effect toward 
the tenth grader descriptive writing ability. Then, the objective of the study was to 
measure the effect of motion picture toward writing ability. 
 
METHOD 
 
This was quasi experiment design, especially time series design. This study used 
one group. The population was the first grade students of SMAN 3 Palangka Raya and 
the sample was X IPS 1 class. The writer drew the sample, since the class was the most 
stable one after fourth times of tries out.  
 
This study used one group pre-test and post-test design. The students were given 
the pre-test before the treatment and the post-test after the treatment (Etiyadi, 2006: 
132). Here, the design could be presented as follow: 
 
T1  X  T2 
 
Where:  
T1  = Pre-test (administered before the students receive the treatment) 
X    = Treatment (teaching writing by using motion picture) 
T2  = Post-test (administered after the students receive the treatment) 
  
Then, the students’ writing test was used to be an instrument of the study for 
both of pre and post-test.  
 
Here, the scoring was based on analytic scoring, which the students’ text were 
rated on several aspects of writing. This referred to Jacobs in Sara Cushing w. ( ……: 
115 - 116) scoring profile. 
 
Table 1 Jacobs’s Scoring Profile (ESL Composition Profile) 
 
Student: 
 
Date: Topic: 
Score Level Criteria and Comments 
Content 30 – 27 
 
26 – 22 
 
 
21 – 17 
- Excellent to Very Good: *knowledge 
substantive, *thorough development 
of thesis, *relevant to assigned topic 
- Good to Average: *some knowledge 
of subject, *adequate range , *limited 
development of thesis, *mostly 
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16 - 13 
relevant to topic but lacks detail 
- Fair to Poor: *limited knowledge of 
subject, *little substance, *inadequate 
development of topic  
- Very Poor: *does not show 
knowledge of subject, * non-
substantive, *not pertinent, *or not 
enough to evaluate 
Organization 20 – 18 
 
 
17 – 14 
 
13 – 10 
 
9 - 7 
- Excellent to Very Good: *fluent 
expression, *ideas dearly 
stated/supported, * succinct, * well-
organized, *logical sequencing, 
*cohesive 
- Good to Average: *somewhat choppy, 
*loosely organized but main ideas 
stand out, *limited support, * logical 
but incomplete sequencing 
- Fair to Poor: *non-fluent, *ideas 
confused or disconnected, *lacks 
logical sequencing and development 
- Very Poor: *does not communicate, 
*no-organization, *or not enough to 
evaluate 
Vocabulary 20 – 18 
 
 
17 – 14 
 
13 – 10 
 
9 - 7 
- Excellent to Very Good: 
*sophisticated range, * effective 
word/idiom choice and usage, *word 
form mastery, *appropriate register 
- Good to Average: *adequate range, 
*occasional errors of word/idiom 
form, choice, usage but meaning not 
obscured 
- Fair to Poor: *limited range, *frequent 
errors of word/idiom choice and 
usage, *meaning confused or 
obscured 
- Very Poor: *essentially translation, 
*little knowledge of English 
vocabulary, idioms, word form, *or 
not enough to evaluate 
Language Use 25 – 22 
 
 
21 – 18 
 
 
- Excellent to Very Good: *effective 
complex instruction, *few errors of 
agreement, tense, number, word 
order/function, articles, pronouns, and 
preposition 
- Good to Average: *effective but 
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17 – 11 
 
 
 
10 - 5 
simple constructions, *minor 
problems in complex constructions, 
*several errors of agreement, tense, 
number, word order/function, articles, 
pronouns, preposition but meaning 
seldom obscured 
- Fair to Poor: *major problems in 
simple/complex constructions, 
*frequent errors of negation, 
agreement, tense, number, word 
order/function, articles, pronouns, 
prepositions and/or fragments, run-on 
s, deletion, *meaning confused or 
obscured 
- Very Poor: *virtually no mastery of 
sentence constructions rules, 
*dominated by errors, * does not 
communicate, *or not enough to 
evaluate 
Mechanics 5 
 
 
4 
 
3 
 
2 
- Excellent to Very Good: 
*demonstrates mastery of 
conventions, * few errors of spelling, 
punctuation, capitalization, 
paragraphing 
- Good to Average: *occasional errors 
of spelling, punctuation, 
capitalization, paragraphing but 
meaning not obscured 
- Fair to Poor: *frequent errors of 
spelling, punctuation, capitalization, 
paragraphing, *poor handwriting, 
*meaning confused or obscured 
- Very Poor: *no mastery of 
conventions, *dominated by errors of 
spelling, punctuation, capitalization, 
paragraphing, *handwriting illegible, 
*or not enough to evaluate 
Total Score: 
C+V+O+LU+M : 5 
= . . .  
Reader: Comments: 
 
 
 
Then, for the average score, the students’ ability in writing descriptive text can 
be concluded by using the standard taken from Reid (1993 : 237). 
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Table 2 Writing Category 
 
 Score Category 
A 90 - 100 Excellent 
B 80 - 90 Very Good 
C 70 - 80 Average 
D 60 - 70 Poor 
E Below 60 Very Poor 
 
Here, the writing assessment were (1) pre-test: pay attention and study the given 
picture, then write down a descriptive text in 150-250 words; and (2) post-test: pay 
attention to the motion picture, then write down a descriptive text in 150-250 words. 
 
In ordered to find a more reliable final score, here, the descriptive text written by 
the students were scored by two raters. They were the English teachers of SMAN 3 
Palangka Raya and the researcher herself.  Then, the data which found out by using the 
accumulate score from the three raters was analyze based on T-test. The T-test was used 
by employing SPSS version 20 (Statistical Package for Social Science). T-test was used 
to compare the difference result of pre and post-test. 
 
FINDINGS 
 
The first data was from the pre-test, which was administered on October 15th, 
2018. Based on the data, it was found that 21 of 35 students were considered very poor 
score, 4 students got poor, 4 students were average, and 6 students were have very good 
score. The result of pre-test is presented in the following table. 
 
Table 3. Descriptive Statistic of Pre-Test 
Test Mean N Median Mode Std. 
Deviation 
Pre-Test 53.94 35 54.60 54.6 21.5 
 
According to table 3, the mean score of 35 students was 53.94. It mean that the 
mean score was classified as very poor. Meanwhile, the median score was 54.60, and 
the mode was 54.6. 
 
The post-test was conducted after the pre-test. The post-test was held on October 
22th, 2018. It was held in order to see the scores of students after being taught by using 
motion picture. Here, 10 students got very poor score, 8 of them considered poor. 9 
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students had average score, and 4 of them got very good score, and 4 students got 
excellent score.   
 
Table 4. Descriptive Statistic of Post-Test 
Test Mean N Median Mode Std. 
Deviation 
Post-Test 71.08 35 67.80 54.6 13.8 
 
Table 4 showed that the mean score of the post-test was 71.08. Then, it could be 
concluded that it was a good level. The median score was 67.80, and the most 
frequent score was 54.6. 
 
 
Table 5. Paired Sample Statistic 
Test Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error 
Mean 
Post-Test 71.08 35 13.8 2.334 
Pre-Test 53.94 35 21.5 3.636 
 
Refer to table 5, the mean score of pre-test was 53.94. In other side, the post-test 
was 71.08. The difference of the mean score between the pre-test and the post-test was 
17.14.  Here, the result showed a significant improvement on the students’ ability in 
writing descriptive text after the application of motion picture. 
 
Table 6. Paired Sample Correlation 
Test N Correlation Sig. 
Post-Test & Pre-Test 35 0.345 0.042 
 
Based on table 6, the correlation coefficient was 0.345, and the probability of 
(Sig) was 0.042 It meaned that there was enough correlation between motion picture 
and writing ability. 
 
As the last stage of the research was the T-test computation. The formula was 
used to compare the result of pre-test and post-test in determining whether the treatment 
could give an effect on the students’ ability in writing descriptive text. 
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Table 7. Paired Sample Test 
 Paired Differences t df Sig. 
(2 
tailed) 
Mean Std. 
Deviation 
Std. 
Error 
Mean 
95% Confidence 
Interval of the 
Difference  
Lower Upper 
Pair                
Post-  
1                    
Pre 
17.1486 21.1783 3.5798 9.8736 24.4236 4.790 34 .000 
 
 
T-tabel   = n – 1; (α5%) 
 = 35 – 1; (α5%) 
 = 34; (0,025) 
 = 2.032 
 
Based on the result of the paired sample T-test on the table 7, the mean of paired 
sample difference between pre-test and post-test of writing achievement was 4.790 for 
T-value, and T-table was 2.032. Since T-value was higher than T-table, it could be 
concluded that there was a significant effect of motion picture to the students’ ability in 
writing descriptive text. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
In conducting the treatment, the students made some improvement in their 
achievement, as it was showed in the following tables. Before the use of motion picture, 
the average predicate of the test takers were E (very poor) for 21 students or 60 percent 
(Table 8).  
 
Table 8. Test Taker Predicate (Pre-Test) 
Predicate Frequency Percentage The Sum 
B 5 17.1 17.1 
C 4 11.4 11.4 
D 4 11.4 11.4 
E 21 60 50 
The Sum 35 100 100 
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 Meanwhile, after the application of motion picture, there was a significant 
improvement in students’ ability in writing descriptive text which only 10 test takers 
who got E (very poor) or 26.6 percent. At the same time, 4 test takers got A (excellent) 
or 11.4 percent of them (table 9). 
 
 Table 9. Test Taker Predicate (Post-Test) 
Predicate Frequency Percentage The Sum 
A 4 11.4 11.4 
B 4 11.4 11.4 
C 9 25.7 25.7 
D 8 22.9 22.9 
E 10 26.6 28.6 
The Sum 35 100 100 
 
Besides, there was a problem in which the upper score students were able to 
comprehend and use the information from the motion picture in order to write good 
descriptive text. However, some test takers of the lower score were fail to perform better 
in their writing ability, since they were unable to understand and use the information 
from the motion picture. Here, the researcher found out that the upper test takers 
perform well both in pre and post-test. In other side, only half of the lower students who 
were able to get better and some others remain got very poor in scoring. 
 
Therefore, it could be said that motion picture gave positive contribution to the 
students’ ability in writing descriptive text. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The result revealed that motion picture was effective to improve the students’ 
ability in writing. Since, there was significant difference in writing achievement 
between the students who were after and before taught by using motion picture. Their 
better achievement in writing descriptive text could be seen refer to the scores of the 
post-test which were higher than the score of the pre-test. 
 
In the line of the conclusion, the following recommendation should be done. 
Firstly, true experimental method should be conducted in order to reveal the true effect 
of motion picture toward the tenth grader descriptive writing ability. Secondly, a further 
research was needed in order to find out why motion picture did not work well to the 
lower scoring test taker. 
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